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REGULAR MEETING 
BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Wednesday Evening, November 12, 1958, 8:00 P.M. 


123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


PROGRAM OF MEETING 


1. Reception of New Members. 

2. Hon. Simcha Pratt, Consul General of Israel, will address the 
members. 

3. Proposal to amend by-laws (see p. 56). 

Refreshments after the Meeting. 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Founpep 1872—INcoRPORATED 1889 


The Brooklyn Barrister, the official publication of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association, is issued eight times each year, October through May, for the 
= of furnishing information to its members of the activities of the 

ssociation. 


Articles appearing in the Barrister should be considered as the views 
of the respective authors and do not necessarily carry the endorsement 


of the Association, 
Editorial Board 
Louis E. Scuwartz, Chief Editor 
Grapys M. DorMan STANLEY KREUTZER 
MAXINE DUBERSTEIN THEODORE PEARLE 
K. Freperick Gross Marcaret R. Rucciero 
Avucust Zotororore, Advertising Manager 


The Brooklyn Barrister is published monthly, October through May 
by the Brooklyn Bar Association. Subscription price is $1.50 per year. 
Place of publication is: Brooklyn Bar Association, 123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York. Second-class postage paid at Brooklyn, New York. 
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COMING EVENTS 


MEETING OF SECTION ON TRIALS AND APPEALS 
Wednesday, November 5th, 1958, 8:00 P. M. 


Mr. Michael Leiter, Chairman of the Section on Trials and Appeals 
announces a dual address by a plaintiffs’ and defendants’ appeal counsel 
on the Trial Conduct of Negl gence Actions to be held at the Association 
Building, 123 Remsen Street, Brooklyn, New York on November 5th, 
1958, at 8 P. M. 


Benjamin H. Siff, plaintiffs’ appeal counsel, will deal with the aspect 
of plaintiffs’ trial methods. Seymour B. Quel, assistant in charge of the 
Appeals Division of the Corporation Counsel’s office, will treat with the 
aspect of defense trial methods. 


A question and answer period will follow. 


All members of the bar are invited to attend. 


ANNUAL DINNER 
December 4, 1958—Hotel St. George. 


The speaker at the dinner will be Hon. Bernard Botein, Presiding 
Justice, Appellate Division, First Department. 


THE TRADITIONS OF THE SURROGATE’S COURT 


The quarters of the Surrogate’s Court in the new court house are in 


every respect modern and up to date, even to the sign over one office 
door: “TRANSFER Tax”. 


A short time ago, 1930, the Legislature, in its wisdom, felt that a 
transfer tax had outlived its usefulness and enacted an estate tax law. 


Traditions die hard. 





The 


President's 


Page 
—by FRANCIS M. VERRILLI 


I would like to extend my personal greetings and a hearty welcome to 
the newly elected members of our Association. To them is offered the op- 
portunity to serve in all of our activities and if they will indicate to me 
which committees they should like to work with I will be happy to con- 
sider their requests. The Committee on State Legislation is in need of 
young men who are willing to give some time during the Legislative 
sessions to the study of various bills which are considered and reported 
upon by the Committee. The work is most interesting and affords one a 
method of keeping abreast of current developments in the law. It is 
gratifying to see so many at the first meeting of the Fall to participate 
in our installation ceremonies. We have been endeavoring to arrange 
for programs of interest for each of our monthly meetings and whenever 
possible to have some outstanding lawyer or jurist address us on mat- 
ters of common interest. We suggest that you read your Barrister 
carefully, and plan in advance to attend the monthly meetings and to 
actively participate in the discussions. 


At the last meeting the report of the Committee on Human Rights 
and Fundamental Freedoms in respect to the right of witnesses in any 
proceeding to have the right of counsel was adopted. It is an anomaly 
in the law that such a right is afforded to witnesses in practically all 
non-adversary proceedings, legislative, administrative or judicial, except 
to those who have been called to testify in our current Judicial Inquiry, 
where the right to counsel rests in the discretion of the Court. The Com- 
mittee, after long and careful consideration, has recommended that our 
Appellate Division be requested to adopt appropriate rules to conform 
to the practice permitted in all other state agencies. 
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At the recent Judicial Conference for the Second Judicial Circuit 
held at Hartford, Connecticut, many of the problems in the administra- 
tion of the law were discussed, all designed to improve our judicial 
processes so as to give to the litigant his just day in Court without undue 
delay. We were privileged to attend a panel discussion in which the 
Hon. Joseph C. Zavatt, District Judge for the Eastern District of New 
York, reported on the procedures adopted in the Courts in England to 
expedite pre-trial practices so that causes at issue could proceed to trial 
within a reasonable time. He also made some recommendations to adapt 
these pre-trial practices in conformity with our own needs. Although 
we have adopted new rules in our State Courts designed to accomplish 
this same result, there has been some criticism that the rules are already 
being circumvented and the same delay imposed upon litigants and 
lawyers who are ready to proceed to trial. Of course, all rules are 
subject to trial and error and should be given the test of time and I am 
sure that should it be necessary to make changes to supply any deficiency 
that the Courts will act promptly in that regard. In any event, the Bench 
and Bar are acutely conscious of the great need to cut down the delay 
in trials in all of our Courts and our best thinking directed to a solution. 

It is a rare day that we fail to note some criticism of the United 
States Supreme Court for their decisions on integration, the Communist 
cases, labor and the Fifth Amendment. To us as lawyers it poses many 
problems. How far should we go in our criticisms of the Supreme Court. 
Are they above criticism and is their pronouncement “the law of the 
land” and thus inviolate? The recent report of the Conference of Chief 
Justices published in full in the Law Journal of October 2nd, 1958, 
seems to establish a temperate and well considered approach to the whole 
question of Federalism and State Rights. For example, the dissenting 
opinion of Mr. Justice Harlan in the Konigsberg case (353 U. S. 252), 
upholding the right of the individual states to establish and administer 
standards of admission to the Bar is the sounder one in a field into 
which the United States Supreme Court should not enter. We suggest 
for your consideration a careful reading of the whole report. 


PROPOSE A FRIEND FOR MEMBERSHIP IN 
THE ASSOCIATION 


Active Membership ...... sehesbareeogene wees. $25. per year 
Active Membership up to 10 years in ‘practice renee 12. per year 
Junior Membership, first 5 years of practice ...... 5. per year 


All facilities, including use of law library, available to all members. 
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ADDRESS OF CHIEF JUDGE ALBERT CONWAY 


Conference of Chief Justices, Pasadena, California, 
August 1958. 


CuieF Justice DerHmers, My BrotHer CHIEF JUSTICES AND FRIENDS: 

The sentiments of pride and pleasure which are mine in speaking 
to you today yield precedence, in my heart, to the fact that we meet to- 
gether as old friends. No one, who has attended these Conferences, can 
fail to come away anything but richer—richer in vigor, richer in renewed 
devotion and dedication to the ideal which motivates us all—perfect 
justice under God. No greater testimonial to the unity of our beloved 
nation can be found than in these Conferences. The Chief Justices of 
sovereign states have come together to discuss matters of common interest 
and problems of mutual concern, to the end that the many may benefit, 
and not only the few. 

It is only fitting that we so comport ourselves. In the year that has 
passed since last we met, momentous events have heralded the challenge 
of the future. Explorer and Sputnik are not only evidence of shrinking 
time and space, they presage the intended sublimation of man to machine; 
they are harbingers of the impending struggle between our society and 
predatory materialism. As lawyers and judges, we are spiritually bound 
to preserve the rights and dignity of man. As lawyers and judges, we 
are sworn to defend our way of life. “So great a charge to keep,” as 
was said in “The Heritage,” should serve to impel us to a greater, sus- 
tained effort to insure that our courts remain champions, defenders, 
protectors—fearless and steadfast, scornful of popular acclaim. 

I am aware, as are you, that platitudes serve little purpose. What 
then—in concrete terms—is our duty? To what task should we—must 
we—dedicate ourselves? 

Specifically, we must begin to translate the ideals of the law into 
action. We cannot, for example, honestly proclaim, as we have written 
over the portal of our Supreme Court in New York City, that the true 
administration of justice is the firmest pillar of good government if— 
through personal disinterest, inaction, lassitude or ivory-tower mentality 
—we suffer our courts and our legal system generally to become obsolete 
and archaic. As judges—more specifically as the chief judicial officers 
of our states—we are perhaps the best equipped to assess and appraise 
our judicial structures. We cannot properly shirk that task, nor may we 
purposely evade it. 

We must also, for example, be seriously concerned not only with 
the preservation of our system of justice, but with its continuance in 
time of national peril and emergency. We have been warned by our 
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GUARANTY AND MORTGAGE COMPANY 
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BROOKLYN OFFICE 
130 CLINTON STREET MAin 4-1254 


DANIEL J. LYNCH 
# and Manager 





leaders that, in the event of international conflict, our great centers of 
population will be subjected to nuclear attack. Unless we are adequately 
prepared to weather the blow, the effect could be disastrous. To us of 
the Judiciary must necessarily fall the task of insuring the continued 
functioning of our judicial system should the horror of modern warfare 
come upon us. Deeply concerned, I brought the matter to the attention 
of our own Judicial Conference last year and it is listed in our Third 
Annual Report as one of the important subjects under consideration by 
the Judicial Conference. It is my purpose, at the next meeting of our 
Judicial Conference, to appoint a committee, consisting of the Presiding 
Justices of the four Appellate Divisions in our State, to study the matter 
further and submit their recommendations before the end of the year. 
This is a matter of grave importance; it is a must item. I commend it 
to you for consideration and immediate action in your own States. 

The time is past when the average man looked upon the courts as 
sacrosanct—remote, untouchable. The awe of our fathers for the courts 
has given way, in this generation, to an intelligent curiosity. From small 
beginnings, there has developed a sweeping, indeed national sentiment 
that our courts—as an integral part of government—must be responsive 
to the needs of the people. 

It is against this criterion that we must assess our stewardship. 
It is an unfortunate and lamentable fact that, in many parts of this 
nation, the judicial establishment has failed to keep pace with the demands 
of the times. In some instances, archaic segments of the judiciary have 
been permitted to continue in operation although contributing little ex- 
cept to public dissatisfaction and concern. Indeed, outmoded and out- 
dated concepts, valuable only as historical phenomena, have, in some 
instances, been fostered and nurtured to the dismay and disappointment 
of the public we serve. Little wonder, then, that we of the judiciary— 
who know best the shortcomings of our judicial systems—are suspect as 
the opponents of progress, the exponents of maintaining the status quo. 

I say to you that we would be well advised to bestir ourselves. I 
do not deprecate the efforts that have been made—sometimes successfully 
—to bring about needed modernization of our judicial structures. I do 
say to you that this matter continues to be a grave national problem and 
that we must not content ourselves with purely local achievements, 
significant as they may be. We must be alert to the need for further 
improvement; we must not seek to rest until the problem is solved on a 
national basis. 

In my own State, the Judicial Conference has been a force of good. 
I will not now recount to you the advances which have been made, in a 
few short years, through its efforts. These are a matter of public record. 
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As the administrative body of our courts, composed of judges, it was 
only reasonable that the task of modernization of our court system should 
be referred to the Judicial Conference by the Governor. We have made 
progress; we are making progress. We have publicly avowed that our 
ultimate recommendations wil] be the product of our best thinking on 
the subject because we are determined to keep faith with the people who 
are our masters, to whom we must give answer. As anyone with ex- 
perience in this field will testify, the task of separating the wheat from 
the chaff is monumental. All thinking people have ideas on the subject 
which to them are essential to any program of court modernization. Each 
must be appraised. Some may be accepted, some may be modified, some 
may be rejected. The determining factor—the supreme catalyst—in all 
our deliberations and decisions will be, as it must be, the good of the 
majority of our people. 

Certain minimal criteria must be observed. My own study, as 
Chairman of the Judicial Conference and my experience as a judge have 
convinced me that any program of court reorganization must encompass 
the following principles: 


1. Reduction in the number of courts to the minimum necessary 
to obviate parallel or overlapping jurisdiction, but adequate for 
the legal needs of people and the community. 


2. Administrative supervision of the courts. Such supervision should 
be in accord with the precepts of efficient management, as adapted 
to the particular problems of the courts. 

3. Minimum standards of qualification for judicial and non-judicial 
personnel. 


There are other principles which will, no doubt, suggest themselves 
to you in the light of your own experience. These I believe to be 
fundamental and I commend them to you as the keystones of any sound 
reorganization plan. If we, as an organization, will endorse these stand- 
ards, we will not only give strength to the cause of good government 
generally, but we will have given substance to the concept of justice. 

We must not believe or fear that we will be alone in this endeavor. 
Self-interest may cause some to belittle our efforts, or disparage our 
labors, but, as the cause is true, allies will flock to our standard. 

The goal we seek to. reach may, at times, seem to recede. Progress 
toward it may be slow and achievement just a word. But the desired 
end, the necessary result, will be achieved, either by us and our brethren 
or by an aroused public, if we should fail. 

We all realize that these are most difficult times. The peril of a 
gross material ideology threatens this nation and its institutions. To 
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resist it and to conquer it requires an infusion of strength where critical 
diagnosis demands it. As the “bulwark for the cause of men,” our courts, 
too, must be analyzed and strengthened. This is not reform for the sake 
of reform; this is plain common sense. 


Gentlemen, I leave the matter with you. The opportunity is af- 
forded to us to take place in the van of the forward looking. I am 
committed, both by free choice and circumstance, to the formulation of a 
program of court modernization which will benefit the people of my 
State. With all the fervor I can command, I urge you, my brother Chief 
Justices, to join with me in this endeavor, each for his own State or 
Territory. If you will, we will all contribute handsomely to the well- 
being of our nation, for then the towers of justice will be not only strong 
but impregnable and “our castle’s strength will laugh a seige to scorn.” 
Thank you. 


BROOKLYA’s y Cy “2 
DIME 


SAVINGS BANK OF BROOKLYN 


DOWNTOWN................. Fulton Street and DeKalb Ave. 









BENSONHURST............... 86th Street and 19th Avenue 
FLATBUSH...........csreesereves Ave. J and Coney Island Ave. 
CONEY ISLAND............. Mermaid Ave. and W. 17th St, 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
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Advance Sheet Quiz _., x. rreperick GROSS 


1. If parolee violates his “street time” by breaking law, can he be 


required to forfeit the time he spent in conditional freedom? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


2. Where employees were reimbursed for expenses of moving 
families to city of employment, are the amounts received by the employees 
gross income for tax purposes? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


3. Is “cancerphobia” arising as a result of an X-ray treatment of 
the skin compensable as an element of damages in malpractice action? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


4. Is sudden infestation of home by termites a “casualty” per- 
mitting individual income taxpayer to deduct loss? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


5. Where insured died as a result of a blood transfusion during 
surgery, is the death produced by “external, violent and accidental 
means” within double indemnity provision of life insurance policy? 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 


6. Will the United States be enjoined from spraying trees on Long 
Island by airplane with DDT to lessen danger from forest fires? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


7. Is it ground for disbarment for attorney to notify Treasury 
that he would not file income tax return or pay tax because he had 
been designated a security risk and thus relegated to second class citizen- 
ship? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

8. May New York ancillary administrator c.t.a. of a non-resident 


sue, in New York, a non-resident to collect indebtedness owing to de- 
ceased ? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


9. Does plaintiff’s complaint which alleged mercantile agency 
maliciously published report that two of plaintiff’s employees had criminal 
records, state an action for a “prima facie” tort? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


10. Is music copyright infringed by restaurant and broadcaster 
where recorded music is “piped” to restaurant over telephone wire? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 
(Answers at page 53) 
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The Functions of the Board of Assessors 
of the City of New York 


—by HYMAN WANK, Chairman of the Board 


The Board of Assessors consists of three members appointed by the 
Mayor, one of whom is designated by him as Chairman. The present 
Members are: Hyman Wank, Chairman; Charles J. Morrello, and Mat- 
thew R. Dwyer. 


We deal with a phase of public finance. We levy assessments for 
all assessable public improvements, other than those required by law to 
be confirmed by a court of record, and we hear and determine all claims 


for damages arising by reason of change of street grades in connection 
with such improvements. 


The provisions of law relating to our functions, which are admin- 
istrative and quasi-judicial in character, are set forth in the main, in 
Chapter 12 of the New York City Charter and Chapter 12 of the Admin- 
istrative Code of the City of New York. Other powers, duties and 
procedures conferred on the Board are contained in Code Sections 
82d1-5.0 (authorizing assessments for sidewalk repairs made after notice 
of violation) ; 82d9-6.0 (apportioning the cost of privately constructed 
sewers), and 82d9-9.1 (relating to sewers constructed as capital projects). 
Also Section 50 of the Rapid Transit Law, pertaining to grade changes 
occurring by reason of construction of rapid transit railroads. 


In the levying of assessments and in determining claims we act 


judicially and only after giving due notice and an opportunity to be 
heard. 


ASSESSMENTS 


We levy assessments for construction of sewers and appurtenances; 
reconstructed sewers; grading and paving of streets; laying of sidewalks 
and curbs, and for all other assessable public improvements not con- 
firmable by a court of record. 


Chapters 12, respectively, of the New York City Charter and the 
Administrative Code of the City of New York, provide the method of 
initiating and authorizing public improvements and the means of recoup- 
ing the City’s expenditures therefor by assessment. Our Board plays 
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efficient, conscientious assistant . . . fully experienced in 
all phases of estate administration . . . to take on work 
ranging from investment advice to handling clerical details. 


Long hours, little pay. 


Of course you wouldn’t run an ad like this— 










or expect a reply if you did. 


But—if estate administration is taking too 
much of your time, and raising your operat- 
ing costs—you can get the help you need at 
Kings County Trust Company! In this and 
many other trust services, our facilities are 


always available to you. Why not stop in 











soon and let us give you full details? 





KINGS COUNTY 
TRUST COMPANY 


Established 1889 
FULTON STREET at the corner of COURT SQUARE 


in the Heart of the Civic Center, Brooklyn 
Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 


an important and vital part in this program almost from the very 
inception. 

While the Board of Estimate may on its own initiative authorize 
an assessable improvement, such improvement is generally initiated by 
resolution of the Local Improvement Board of the respective Borough 
and sent, upon passage, to the Board of Estimate for authorization. 


Before the proposed improvement reaches the calendar of the Board 
of Estimate for preliminary authorization, it is referred to our Board 
by the Borough President concerned in the improvement for the purpose 
of establishing the tentative area of assessment, and determining, in ac- 
cordance with the rules established by the Board of Estimate, as to the 
apportionment of the cost as between the City, the Borough, and the local 
area, as the case may be, and the actual benefit which the proposed 
improvement will confer upon property within the benefited area. 


This can be done only after we have made a study and have worked 
out a complete assessment on this tentative basis. This requires careful 
analysis of many factors, for the determination we make is an important 
duty of this Board. If we determine that the amount, which under the 
rules of the Board of Estimate, would be charged to the local area, is 
actually in excess of benefit to that area, such excess is placed upon the 
Borough. We are also confronted with the fact that Section 310 of the 
New York City Charter provides in effect that we cannot assess any 
property more than one-half its fair value at the time of confirmation. 
The tentative area of assessment is indicated on a map which, together 
with a detailed report of our findings and the reasons for our determina- 


tion, are forwarded to Chief Engineer, Board of Estimate, and the 
Borough President. 


Upon final authorization of the improvement, and the completion and 
acceptance of the work, the certificate of cost is certified to our Board 
for assessment. We then apportion the cost in accordance with the 
resolution of final authorization. Before the assessment against individ- 
ual parcels is fixed, a determination must be made as to which parcels 
within the area are benefited by the improvement and the degree of such 
benefit. In some cases it is necessary to sub-divide the tentative area 


into one or more sub-areas because the degrees of benefit derived from 
the improvement vary. 


When our computations are completed, a notice is published in The 
City Record, pursuant to law, advising that the books showing the tenta- 


tive assessments are open for public inspection, and specifying a time and 
place for the hearing on written objections by interested persons. If the 
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objector is dissatisfied after our determination on objections, the matter 
is referred to the Board of Revision of Assessments for review. 


CHANGE OF GRADE—CLAIMS 


When the raising or lowering of the elevation of a street causes 
damage, the property owner may be entitled to damages. The City’s 
liability is provided for in Section 307a-3.0 of the Administrative Code 
of the City of New York. Under that section we are authorized to make 
an award for damages occasioned to buildings and improvements within 
the limits therein prescribed. In the hearing and determination of such 
claims, we act as a quasi-judicial body, and our determinations are re- 
viewable by the Board of Revision of Assessments and, to a limited 
extent, by the courts. Court review is limited to those cases in which 
we hold as a matter of law that a claimant is not entitled to damages. 
The amount of damages fixed is made final and conclusive by statute. 
Our determination is made “after hearing and considering the testimony 
and evidence, and inspecting the property claimed to have been damaged.” 

When a street has been graded, the City Agency in charge of the 
work is required to furnish us with a certificate of completion and ac- 
ceptance of the work. Upon receipt of such certificate, we publish a 
notice in The City Record, as provided by law, advising all persons 
claiming to have been damaged by the physical grading of the street to 
present their claims, in writing, to the Board, and specifying a time and 
place for a hearing on the claim. Claims must be filed with our Board 
within ninety (90) days of the completion and acceptance of the grading 
work. (Claim forms are furnished by the Board.) 

We also have discretionary power to make awards for so-called 
intended regulation of a street, prior to the receipt of the certificate of 
completion and acceptance, upon the receipt from the Comptroller of the 
City of New York of the certificate of registration of the contract and 
on the receipt from the City Planning Commission of a certified profile 
map showing the legal grade of the street. 

The staff of the Board is in constant contact with the public. The 
Board maintains an “information counter”. Public records are open for 
inspection and the staff is at the service of the public at all times. Em- 
ployees skilled in the specialized work of the Board are assigned to 
answer inquiries and furnish information. Our record of assessment 
proceedings, from initiation to confirmation, has been found to be 
helpful to interested persons seeking information concerning proposed 
and completed improvements which may affect their properties in the 
future, particularly in cases where large trunk and outlet sewer proceed- 
ings cover an immense area. 
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Unlawful Practice— 


Recent Developments of Interest 


—by RAYMOND REISLER, Chairman, 
Committee on Unlawful Practice of the Law 


The Committee on Unlawful Practice of the Law of the Brooklyn 
Bar Association takes pride in the consummation during the past year 
of a project of vital importance to the bar and to the public, which, 
though brought to fruition by the New York State Bar Association Com- 
mittee on Unlawful Practice of the Law because of its statewide applica- 
tion, was initiated, pursued and pressed upon the attention of the State 
Bar Committee by this association’s unlawful practice committee. 


This goal, now attained, was the activation of the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s office in this state in connection with unlawful practice enforce- 
ment and its investigation, and the securing of legislative amendments 
at the 1958 Session of the New York State Legislature to implement this. 

For some years the Brooklyn Bar Association Unlawful Practice 
Committee has urged the importance of such action and has pointed out 
the incongruity of the absence of state enforcement of its bar admission 
requirements, a field relegated to bar associations despite the latter’s 
obvious financial and manpower limitations. Persistence was rewarded, 
and the present Attorney General, Louis J. Lefkowitz, was found to be 
sympathetic to the project when shortly after his induction in January, 
1957, the Chairman of this committee, serving also as Chairman of the 
New York State Bar Association Committee on Unlawful Practice of the 
Law, expounded it in conference with him. Following further discus- 
sions with Assistant Attorney General Joseph Rothman, assigned to the 
matter, sufficient interest was aroused to result in the appointment of 
J. Bertram Wegman, Esq., a member of this association, as a special 
consultant to make a thorough survey of the problem for the Attorney 
General. 

After extensive discussions, a luncheon meeting was arranged for 
the members of the State Bar Unlawful Practice Committee, representa- 
tives of the Brooklyn Bar Association Unlawful Practice Committee, 
and said Assistant Attorney General and special consultant, from which 
emanated, co-authored and co-sponsored. by the. Attorney General and 
your chairman, the legislation (L. 1958, chap. 261, and L. 1958, chap. 
198) which it was felt would add to the Attorney General’s effective- 
ness in supplementation of existing legislation. 
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HOPE ISN’T ENOUGH! 


When disability strikes due to sickness or accident, 
it is past time for hoping. Your good health and ability 
to work requires the best protection you can get. 


The Brooklyn Bar Association recommends its 
plan to you. 
7 


Underwritten by the United States Life Insurance 
Company in the City of New York, the plan affords 
the members of the Brooklyn Bar Association this 
opportunity. In addition to weekly indemnity, it offers 
hospitalization benefits, surgical coverage and miscel- 
laneous hospital expenses at an extremely low cost. 
All insurable members under 70 may apply for con- 
sideration. 


All claim benefits will be paid in addition to any 
other coverage you may have. 


Write Your Administrators Today! 


TER BUSH & POWELL, INC. 


148 Clinton Street 342 Madison Avenue 905 Walbridge Building 
Schenectady, New York New York 17, New York Buffalo 2, New York 
Franklin 4-7751 MUrray Hill 2-7895 Madison 8353 


Fill out and mail this convenient coupon! 


Ter Bush & Powell, Inc. 
342 Madison Avenue 
New York 17, N. Y. 

Please send me your latest brochure giving the pertinent details of the 
Brooklyn Bar Association Income Protection Plan, or have one of your 
representatives call me. 





It was directed primarily to granting him subpoena powers in in- 
vestigations in the unlawful practice field preliminary to the institution 
of prosecution. It also relieved him, and any bar association petitioner 
as well, of any liability for costs or bond. 


Upon obtaining approval of the Executive Committee of the New 
York State Bar Association, as well as of the Board of Trustees of the 
Brooklyn Bar Association, your chairman collaborated with the Attorney 
General in efforts to bring about support from local bar associations 
throughout the state, as well as in an endeavor to bring the benefits of 
the proposed legislation to the attention of members of the legislative and 
executive branches of the state government. In consequence, the legis- 
lation was adopted and signed by the Governor, and is now in effect. 


The Attorney General has been most cooperative, and has consulted 
your chairman concerning the implementation of the legislation and the 
contents of his communication concerning same to the Presidents and 
to the Chairmen of Committees on Unlawful Practice of the Law, of the 
state and of all county and local bar associations. Such a document was 
so distributed on June 5, 1958. In it the Attorney General pointed out 
that when funds are available to his department there will be established 
an unauthorized practice of the law bureau, with one office in New York 
City for the entire metropolitan area, and one office in Albany to handle 
all matters arising elsewhere in the State. 


It should be stressed that he made it clear that there was no intent 
on the part of the Attorney General’s office to pre-empt the field, and 
that the bar associations were expected and, in fact, requested to con- 
tinue coordinating with the Attorney General their own investigative 
and enforcement efforts, and to maintain close liaison with him, both 
to work cooperatively together. 


Pending the establishment of the aforementioned bureau, the At- 
torney General’s office will, in any event, give attention to all matters 
referred to it by bar associations therefor, or otherwise coming to its 
attention and requiring action. 

These steps in New York State, resulting from the initial interest 
of the Brooklyn Bar Association Committee on Unlawful Practice of the 
Law and its undaunted pursuit of the matter through years of drought, 
have been given national attention under the auspices of the Standing 
Committee on Unauthorized Practice of the Law of the American Bar 
Association. Your Chairman, as a member of said Committee, ar- 
ranged with the Attorney General to supply copies of the New York 
legislation for distribution nationally by the American Bar Association 
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Committee together with an accompanying letter suggesting that similar 
legislation be adopted in other jurisdictions. 


The members of this association’s unlawful practice committee ac- 
cordingly are gratified to be able to report “mission accomplished” with 
regard to its long-standing Attorney General project. 


Other developments of consequence in this field have followed one 
another in rapid succession over the past several months. 


The Roel Mexican lawyer decision, in the attainment of which this 
association appeared amicus curiae through its unlawful practice com- 
mittee, is now conclusively and definitively the law of this state. The 
United States Supreme Court has dismissed the respondent’s appeal from 
the affirmance by the New York Court of Appeals of the lower court 
injunction against the practice of so-called “foreign law” in New York 
State by those not admitted to the Bar here. 


In a decision of far-reaching import to banking institutions and the 
legal profession, the Connecticut Supreme Court of Errors has ruled 
that banks and trust companies cannot act through lawyer and lay em- 
ployees in probate court proceedings in estates in which the employer is 
fiduciary. The lower court had refused to enjoin these activities. On 
the appeal by the State Bar Association of Connecticut, participated in 
amicus by the American Bar Association Committee on Unauthorized 
Practice of the Law and attended by your Chairman, it was held: 

“that artificial creations such as corporations or associations * * * 

cannot engage in the practice of law. As (a corporation) cannot 

practice law directly, it cannot do so indirectly by employing com- 
petent lawyers to practice for it, since that would be an evasion 
which the law would not tolerate.” 


The court further held that banks must not do any work in con- 
nection with the preparation of tax returns which would be commonly 
understood to be practice of law. 


Commenting on the court’s decision, Thomas J. Boodell, Chairman 
of the American Bar Association Standing Committee on Unauthorized 
Practice of the Law, declared that the opinion “recognizes that the legal 
profession can effectively protect individual rights only through the 
medium of the attorney-client relationship.” 


Two Illinois cases of interest initiated by bar associations represent 
additional progress in the field of unlawful practice enforcement. In the 
first, the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen was limited in its prior 
policy of furnishing counsel to injured members, with an admonition 


50 








against the fixing of fees by the Brotherhood, in support of the bar as- 
sociations’ contention that it is unlawful for unions to furnish counsel 
to its members for their personal matters. 


In the other recent Illinois decision, a so-called estate planning and 
consultant service was enjoined from further participation in the ren- 
dering of such services. The court held that advice of the nature given 
in this field necessarily involved the practice of law. 


To return to our local area, a development potentially productive 
of much benefit is the plan in discussion, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent of this Association, Francis M. Verrilli, for the formation of a 
joint coinference group between the Brooklyn Real Estate Board and the 
Brooklyn Bar Association. 


Other activities of this committee will be reported upon in a later 
issue of the Barrister. 


* * * 


The Committee on Unlawful Practice of the Law, as part of its 
effort to alert the bar at large with the problems as well as the progress 
in the field of unlawful practice investigation and enforcement, and to 
stimulate and foster activity dealing with this vital concern of the legal 
profession, invites the attention of the members of this Association to 
the “Unauthorized Practice News”, a publication of the Standing Com- 
mittee on Unuathorized Practice of the American Bar Association. 
This quarterly bulletin reviews all developments affecting this problem 
throughout the United States and Canada, and is a vital weapon in the 
hands of the organized bar. The News is distributed free to state and 
local bar officers and to members of unauthorized practice of law com- 
mittees, with a limit of 15 copies per committee. Requests for inclusion 
on this mailing list should be directed to James M. Spiro, Esq., Director 
of Activities, 1155 E. 60th Street, Chicago 37, IIL. 


It is believed, however, that many other interested lawyers would 
benefit greatly from becoming regular readers of this publication. For 
that reason, subscriptions are made available to members of the bar at 
large at the nominal rate of $1.50 per year, which should be directed 
to the Coordination Service, American Bar Center, Chicago 37, Illinois. 


We hope that a substantial number of the members of this Asso- 
ciation will recognize the importance of this fields of bar association 
endeavor to the profession and each individual in it, as well as to the 
public, and will accordingly subscribe to this informative and interesting 
publication. 
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Court Street Echoes —by MAXINE K. DUBERSTEIN 


NEW ADMIRALTY LAW SPECIALIST? 


The caption is by way of informing all and sundry that it was indeed 
Mitton L. Fretss of the B.B.A. who sailed his newly acquired 16 ft. 
skiff from Ft. Totten to Sheepshead Bay. He answers equally rapidly 
these days to the salutation “Skipper” as to “Counsellor”. 


* * . 
AFFIDAVIT OF ARRIVAL 


With the doctor attesting to the delivery, the case of Mr. AND Mrs. 
BERNARD M. Boom, Esg., resulted in a 7 lb. 14 oz. award named GwEN 
SUSAN. 


The birth announcement of the new niece of Senator JEREMIAH 
BLoom was in the form of a legal document. With this type of entry 


into the world, we’re reserving a Bar Association membership applica- 
tion for her. 
* * * 


HON. JAMES T. HALLINAN 


As the presiding officer at the installation of B.B.A. President Frank 
VERRILLI and his fellow officers, Appellate Division Justice James T. 
Ha.iinan added to the reputation of the Appellate Division, Second De- 
partment, for good humor. 


We especially enjoyed his account of his being sent down to River- 
head to sit on the Bench, some twenty years ago. He thought that Mrs. 
HALLINAN would enjoy seeing how country lawyers practiced. The 
Crier rapped for attention—4 heavy raps. The Judge was about to enter 
the Courtroom. Again the Crier rapped. The Deputy Sheriff then 
stepped forward, “Would the lady out front please rise. Your must rise 
when the Judge comes in”. 


“Not for that man, he’s my husband, and I never got up for him 
before”. 
* * * 


JOINT TENANCY—OBJECTIVES vs. RESULTS 


The above is the title of an informative twelve page booklet dis- 
tributed through the courtesy of CHrester A. ALLEN, President of the 
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Kings County Trust Company and B.B.A. Trustee. The article by 
James E. DoHERrty is a reprint from the Trust Bulletin of the American 
Bankers Association. For the article, and especially for the last lines in 
the booklet, we commend Mr. Douerty and the Kings County Trust 
Company : 


“To reiterate—CONSULT AN ATTORNEY—have him take a 
long look”. 


“Consult your attorney—he will know what WILL be the BEST.” 


“NEVER UNDERESTIMATE THE POWER OF A WOMAN” 


In the last issue of the Barrister, GLapys Dorman’s article on “The 
Heritage of the Surrogate’s Court” referred to the “decision that walls 
of the new Surrogate’s Court will be unadorned by the portraits of our 
traditional predecessors”. She wrote further, “for what attorney would 
be brash, undignified or discourteous when 172 years of accumulated 
wisdom is looking down on him. These portraits are not only a deterrent 
but an inspiration, and I suggest that the Hon. Maximitian Moss use 
his justly famed powers of negotiation to change the edicts of those in 
charge of the arrangements at the new court house”. 


The immediate result of the article’s publication was a persuasive 
telephone call from JupGce Moss to CoMMISSIONER FREDERICK H. Zur- 
MUHLEN to the effect that the portraits were an integral part of the Court. 
The portraits will be moved to the new building and will hang in appro- 
priate positions. 


Answers to Advance Sheet Quiz 


1. YES—144 A. 2d 401 6. NO —164 F. Supp. 120 
2. YES—255 F. 2nd 370 7. NO —327 P. 2d 427 

3. YES—5 N. Y. 2d 16 8. NO —177 N.Y:S. 2d 617 
4. YES—164 F. Supp. 218 9. YES—163 F. Supp. 906 
5. YES—104 So. 2nd 171 10. YES—162 F. Supp. 129 
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sur 


Through the years, to cooperate with 

members of the Brooklyn Bar Association 

not only in the field of Mortgage Loans but 

in the servicing of Fiduciary, Society and Charitable 
Organization Accounts — and more recently in the 


newly authorized Lease-Security Accounts. 


feFast NEw YORK 
SAVINGS BANK 


SERVING BROOKLYN SINCE 1868 


Atlantic Avenue at Pennsylvania 
Pitkin Avenue at Hopkinson 
Eastern Parkway at Utica 


MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
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Book Notes —MARGARET R. RUGGIERO, Editor 


The Municipal Court Rules Handbook compiled by Jesse Victor 
Levy of the New York Bar is a reprint of the Rules of the Municipal 
Court in effect as of April 1, 1958, with tables and an index appended. 
Recent revision and amendment of the Municipal Court Rules prompted 
the preparation of this “Handbook.” 


The current Rules are printed in full in the first part of the “Hand- 
book”’ in large easily readable type and with clean, unconfusing format. 
Although the Rules can be found in other sources, the “Handbook” 
presents them in uncluttered, consecutive form much easier to follow, 
and it presents them in thirty-two small pages. 


The Rules are followed in the “Handbook” by five tables and an 
index covering thirty-five pages. Tables “1” and “5” indicate Rules 
added and omitted respectively. Tables “2” and “4” cover times and 
places prescribed by the Rules, and Table “3” keys the Rules to the 
Municipal Court Code, Rules of Civil Practice, and Civil Practice Act. The 
index is divided into sections following the sub-heads of the Rules. 


The Municipal Court of the City of New York is one of the finest 
tools in the shop of the general practice lawyer, and Mr. Levy’s Municipal 
Court Rules Handbook should be a help utilizing that tool. However, I 
feel that if the “Handbook” were to omit the tables and include the 
Municipal Court Code, without annotation, its utility and consequent 
value would be greatly enhanced and its size only slightly increased. 


Russet, K. LemMKen. 


TAX PLANNING AND FEE SETTING FOR PROFITABLE LAW 
PRACTICE—106 pages; by Jackson L. Boughner, LL.B., CPA. 


This work treats with an area of utmost importance to lawyers and 
yet one with which most of us spend the least amount of time. Namely, 
the lawyers’ own business problems, unrelated to the clients’ woes. 


How much of a fee to charge? This is sometimes an attorney’s 
biggest enigma. Using the formula in the book results in a fair and 
justified fee which is probably in excess than the average member of the 
bar would’ve charged. So that right at the beginning the author is making 
money for the reader. 
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Bookkeeping methods for the lone practitioner or the partnership are 
lucidly set forth, usually with an eye on the Director of Internal Revenue. 
The latter, it is shown, may take more than his fair share from the busy 
lawyer who recklessly accepts a fee not aware that it might be wiser to 


refuse it—temporarily. This in spite of the mountain of bills on his 
desk. 


Attorneys in partnerships are often faced with the question of each 
partner’s share of fees. The writer shows how a simple percentage 
system, though convenient, may cause a firm to wither on the vine. 
The incentive to bring in new business should always be nurtured and 
the writer shows how. 


Of course, no book for lawyers is ever complete without a table of 
cases. Here, the citations involve questions of income tax and how some 
of a lawyer’s deductions are viewed by the courts. 


All in all this book is doubtlessly the counsellor’s friend. It seeks 
to conserve his time and to translate that time into money. 


ALFRED J. RANIERI. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF BY-LAWS 


The undersigned Active Members hereby propose—pursuant to Ar- 
ticle XV, Section 1, of the By-Laws of the Brooklyn Bar Association, the 
following Amendment of said By-Laws of said Brooklyn Bar Associa- 
tion: 


ArtIcte I, Section 9(a) and (b) are hereby amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 9. Voting Rights. (a) The right to vote at all meetings of the 
Association is vested in the Active, Sustaining, Life, and Junior Members. 


(b) Associate Members shall not have a vote. 


Dated: Brooklyn, New York, October 8, 1958. 


FRANKLIN GerscH, Esq. Davip T. BERMAN 
Istipor NEUWIRTH Murray CUTLER 
Morris RUBENSTEIN ABRAHAM N. Horwitz 
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Panorama of Legal Publications 


—by THEODORE PEARLE, Editor 
APPEALS 


In an era when forensic oratory is fast becoming a memory of yester- 
year, it is refreshing to find an impassioned plea by A. S. Cutler of the 
New York Bar for the personal appearance of the lawyer in the appeal 
courts. It may be found in the September, 1958 issue of the American 
Bar Association Journal, Vol. 44, No. 9, pages 831-834, under the title, 
“Appellate Cases: The Value of Oral Argument.” 


We agree wholeheartedly with the author’s opinion of the importance 
of the statement of facts especially in appellate matters and that “a 
finely presented statement” by the lawyer in person can never be equaled 
in warmth and understanding by “the cold, inanimate brief.” 


Among the advantages of the oral argument over the printed brief 
insofar as the appellant is concerned, as Mr. Cutler points out are the 
following: confidence in the appellant’s cause; the manifestation of an 
intense desire “to right a wrong decision”; demonstration to the appellate 
advocate of “a superior opportunity to present the factual situation in 
its best light as backed up by the record’’; and lastly, it opens the door 
to the golden opportunity “to dispel doubts of which you never could 
have been aware, if you had submitted.” 


CONVEYANCING 


Appreciative of the need for reform in the important area of real 
property conveyancing, Lester Nelson, member of the New York Bar, 
associated with the law firm of Gerdes, Montgomery & Miller, has made 
a noteworthy contribution in the form of a comprehensive article, en- 
titled “Conveyancing in New York” appearing in Cornell Law Quarterly, 
Vol. 43, No. 4, pages 617-658. 


Characterizing our present system of conveyancing as “slow, waste- 
ful and incompatible with contemporary standards” the author’s treat- 
ment is divided into four parts: 1. Title security and public records 
(title registration, title insurance, title abstracts and opinions) ; 2. Elimina- 
tion of stale claims (validity of statutes extinguishng ancient claims 
insofar as they may violate due process of law or impair the obligation 
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of contract) ; 3. Curative statutes (constitutionality of curative legisla- 
tion in the light of vested rights, doctrine and rights of third parties) ; 
4. Standards of marketable title (need for uniformity of standards and 
conveyancing instruments to simplify transfers of land titles). 


The article concludes with an appeal to bar associations to assist 
the state legislature in the furtherance of program of study and research 
in the drafting of appropriate reform conveyancing legislation. 


MARITAL RELATIONSHIPS 


Under the joint authorship of Mrs. Ruth Shonle Cavan, Professor 
of Sociology in Rockford College, Rockford, Illinois, and Mr. Eugene 
Zemans, Executive Director of John Howard Association in Chicago, 
an interesting article entitled, “Marital Relationships of Prisoners in 
Twenty-Eight Countries”, may be found in The Journal of Criminal Law, 
Criminology and Police Science, Vol. 49, No. 2, pages 133-139. It is a 
survey of the policies and practices in 28 countries in Europe, Asia, 
Africa and the Americas based on questionnaires and auxiliary material 
utilized to advantage by the authors. 


In a previous study of marital relationships of prisoners in the 
United States the authors noted the customary pattern of contacts be- 
tween the inmate and his spouse almost exclusively within prison build- 
ings and almost always “on the congregate level with supervision.” Their 
present study of prison life outside of the United States is replete with 
instances of “home leaves”, “family residence in prison colonies”, 
liberalized visiting privileges extended to the male prisoner’s spouse, 
even to the extent permitted in Mexico City of conjugal visits of two 
hours’ duration in the prisoner’s cell (and overnight visits in Guadalajara 
state prison permitted to wives). 


The authors, apparently in all seriousness, attempt to convey the 
impression that many foreign countries “hold a more humanitarian at- 
titude toward prisoners than do many groups in the United States”. 
Their survey, concerned primarily with the sociological phases of this 
problem, reflects a point of view hardly prevalent in this country, namely, 
that conjugal relations of married prisoners are essential for the reduc- 
tion of “various tensions during imprisonment” and as a contribution to 
“rehabilitation of the prisoner during and after imprisonment”, Paren- 
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thetically, it appears that the liberality in affording opportunity for con- 
jugal relations is limited to the male married prisoner, since the survey 
fails to reveal a practice in any foreign country so advanced (?) as to 
permit equal marital rights to the married female behind prison walls. 


TORTS 


“A law book with a plot” is the term of reference employed by 
Luke K. Cooperrider, Professor of Law, University of Michigan, in his 
critique of the recently published treatise by Professors Harper and 
James, “The Law of Torts.” Professor Cooperrider’s comprehensive 
commentary appears in the current issue of Michigan Law Review, Vol. 
56, No. 8, June, 1958, pages 1291-1312. 


Before you plan on curling up some winter night before the fireplace 
to “toss off” a bit of reading of this “law book with the plot” we might 
remind our readers that it is really a philosophical dissertation of tort 
liability in three volumes, the second volume alone running well over 
950 pages! 


In his role of book reviewer, Professor Cooperrider issues this 
pleasant injunction to the Bar: “no lawyer who hopes to be well in- 
formed with regard to current and probable future developments in tort 
law can afford not to examine it, and this means examination in the 
round, not by occasional limited reference.” Obviously, gentle reader, 


you may hope to be well informed in this important field of legal develop- 
ment, ergo... . 


We shall try to prevail upon our own book reviewer to probe the 
depths of “the literary, one might almost say narrative, qualities” of 
“The Law of Torts” (Harper and James, The Law of Torts, Boston: 
Little, Brown and Company, 1956) and present us with a most interest- 
ing review in a forthcoming issue. 


Suffice it for our present purposes to say that the voluminous work 
is divided into three basic parts, “Intended Torts”, “Accidents” and 
“Conflict of Laws”. Professor Cooperrider suggests that the primary 
principles presented by this major contribution to tort problems may be 
summarized by two slogans: “Let All Accident Victims Be Compensated” 
and “Let the Loss Be Spread” (among insurance companies, large 
corporations, etc.). 
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New Members 


The Committee on Admissions of which Mr. John H. Schmid is 
Chairman has received the following applications for membership pub- 
lished pursuant to Art. II, Sec. 2, of the By-Laws: 

Active: 

Robert E. Baum, 425 Tompkins Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Joseph S. Catalano, 130 Broadway, New York 38, N. Y. 

Ronald Cohen, 270 Crown St., Brooklyn 25, N. Y. 

Murray B. Felton, 16 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

William J. Kramer, 164 Montague St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Albert B. Leopold, 105 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Oscar Levine, 50 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

John G. McCormack, 2650 Atlantic Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

John F. Moore, 210 Clinton Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Herbert H. Pensig, 16 Court St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

William Podell, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Joseph H. Sacoder, 1119 Kings Highway, Brooklyn 29, N. Y. 

Leonard Thorner, 50 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

David Yelin, 44 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

A. Bertram Roth, 140 Nassau St., New York 38, N. Y. 
Junior: 

Vivian H. Agress, 590 Ocean Ave., Brooklyn 26, N. Y. 

Harlan Jay Funk, 44 Court St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

James A. Dougherty, 63 Wall St., New York 5, N. Y. 

Albert Bernzweig, 1301 Surf Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Norman H. Dache, 44 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Robert S. Feigen, 1738 78th St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Harold Fraikorn, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

E. Marvin Geiger, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Floyd Klapper, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Howard W. Kreinces, 320 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

Richard E. Leavitt, 16 Court St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Morris E. Matza, 1185 Rogers Ave., Brooklyn 26, N. Y. 

Michael A. Petrozzo, 9224 Fort Hamilton Pkwy., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Ned Pilatsky, 1073 Hopkinson Ave., Brooklyn 36, N. Y. 

Lester Pollack, 292 Madison Ave., New York, N. Y. 

Graham M. Scheinman, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Victor J. Tirabasso, Jr., 150 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

Martin J. Weissman, 179 Lincoln Road, Brooklyn 25, N. Y. 

Norman Williams, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Herbert C. Yagid, 39 Broadway, New York 6, N. Y. 
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‘wa A ‘team work eoee 
¥, Sl 
-“We are like two halves of a 
pair of scissors when apart, 
Pecksniff, but together 
we are something...” 


DICKENS, Martin Chuzzlewit 


hen we are asked we say—“Consult 


your lawyer—you need his advice from 
the very beginning of a real estate transaction 
to its consummation.” 


The Dickens quotation describes the extra 
protection which attorneys can furnish to 
their clients by ordering title insurance pro- 
tection from TG&T. 


TITLE GUARANTEE 
He] and Trust Company 


BROOKLYN OFFICE: 186 Remsen Street « WOrth 4-1000 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK 
NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, VERMONT, GEORGIA 


soon to be known as 


THE TITLE GUARANTEE 


COMPANY 





“Let’s have our attorneys 
discuss it with Home Title...” 


No matter how technical the question, attorneys can rely 
on Home Title for a reliable and prompt answer. 


Title Insurance in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Florida, Utah, Puerto Rico and Canada 
OTHER STATES BY REFERRAL 
51 WiLLoucusy Street, Brook yn I, N. Y. 

Telephone: TRiangle 5-4800 








